The systems approach emerged mainly in natural science as an expression of scientists ' 
of elements and larger parts within the system (Pivovarov, 2006, 5) . Literally, the word "system" is translated from the Greek as "congestion" ("barrier") and figuratively -as "fixation of thought at some point". During his experiments, a scientist withdraws a definite piece from any natural whole thing, reworks it into a "reference object" and subjectively identifies thus obtained "standard" with some real genuine part of the universe. Then the world around us begins to look like systematically and clearly arranged.
Later people will find that the "standard", already recognized by science, is not perfect, and it does not organically fit into a living whole.
It is important to remember the idea of B.
S. Gryaznov that a scientific theory is, above all, the knowledge of abstract objects, but not the knowledge of real objects of nature and society.
Therefore, the theoretical conclusions should not be directly -without special technical amendments and empirically determined coefficients -use for practical purposes (Gryaznov, 1982, 2) .
The systems principle in its most important aspects is an alternative to the holistic principle.
Irrationalists, who criticize the systems approach and justly appreciating it as "naive realism", declare that any living entity has some metalogical unity, which comprehends only by intuition.
According to them, wholeness is not reducible to any system or a metasystem if to understand by the latter some of exhaustive scientific and rational descriptions. The problem of the relation of the whole and its parts is composed of the following questions: 1) the whole is the sum of its parts, or it is still more than the simple sum of its parts?
2) parts precede the whole or the whole precedes "System" -a concept specified and simplifying the philosophical category of "whole". When scientists want to cognize rationally the metalogical whole, they reduce it to some system of simple parts (elements) and replace the idea of the inner form of the whole with the notion of structure. The real whole mentally decomposes into a set of simple parts. Let us assume that a single cloud is quite objectively real, and our contemplation of it as a cloud is probably true in Aristotle's sense.
However, it is difficult to accept that the set of Is this because we see the world, as we want to see and understand it, and we understand it in the end, as we are able to act practically with it?
Further, we go back to talking about the systemic approach and the holistic principle.
Philosophical categories of "whole", "part" and "form" extremely simplified when they unthinkingly equated with general interscientific concepts of "system", "element" and "structure".
A thing as a real whole is metalogical and metasystemic actuality. Researchers usually reduce the integrity of things in the process of rational cognition -in the spirit of the methodology of mechanicism -to the object's system model which modern scientists are able to understand. In this case, the objectively existing thing mentally From this, it is clear, that the term "scientific worldview" is conditional.
Thus, the principle of totality is much richer and wider than the systems principle. The latter only partially and within pure logical thinking explains, but does not replace the first. Beyond the capacity of rational knowledge, the idea to express the world in the form of a coherent system of elements is in direct contradiction with the intuition of wholeness of the world. Therefore, it is not always useful to a scientist-theorist" not to abandon his principles", "not to give his opponents a single step", and "to bear his cross to the end".
Perhaps it is more appropriate to philosophers and scientists have engaged in "language games" (Ludwig Wittgenstein) and periodically radically change their theoretical paradigm. For example, Karl Popper, a prominent opponent of Plato's line in philosophy, stated publicly in the 80s XX, that now for him Platonism becomes the most attractive doctrine. As we know, the world philosophy perceptible won due to this Popper's decision.
Apparently, "systemness" is not so much a sign of epistemic truth, but it is one of the rules of language games of philosophers, theologians and scientists.
